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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claiml, 3-5, 8, 15-16, 18-30,32-37,39-51,53-58 and 60-64 is rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Okuyama et al (patent Number US 5,987,126). 

Regarding claiml and 8, Okuyama et al anticipates an information processing 
apparatus comprising: an extractor operable to extract main information including copy 
control information and auxiliary information representing attributes of said main 
information from input information (see figure4 element 41), generator operable to 
generate copy permission information based on said extracted auxiliary information if an 
apparatus that recorded said main information did not recognize and process said copy 
control information (see figure4 element 42); and an adder operable to add said copy 
permission information generated by said generation to said main information extracted 
by said extractor(see figure4 element 44) 
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Regarding claim3, 18, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 wherein: said main information is a transport stream 
(see column3 line 23-25); and said auxiliary information is information indicating a mode 
in which said main information is encoded (see column12 line 40-47 CGMS). 

Regarding claim4 and 1 9, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus according to claim 3 wherein said copy permission information is added to 
said main information by said adder for each transport packet of said transport stream 
(see column14 line 24-39). 

Regarding claim 5 and 20, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 wherein: said input information is received through an 
IEEE1394 digital interface (seefigure4 IEEE1394 interface); and said auxiliary 
information is an encryption mode indicator (EMI) (see column12 line 40-47 CGMS). 

Regarding claim 15, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus of claim 1 , further a splitter operable to split the input information into a 
plurality of isochronous. packets, each having an Encryption Mode Indicator (EMI) 
associated therewith (see column13 line 38-41); and an analyzing circuit operable to 
select a strongest copy restriction mode from among the EMIs associated with the 
plurality of isochronous packets at a value representative of the input information (see 
column14 line 24-39). 
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Regarding claim 16, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus of claim 15, further comprising an EMI-CPI encoder operable to generate a 
Copy Permission Indicator (CPI) corresponding to the EMI having the strongest copy 
restriction mode (see column14 line 24-39). 

Regarding claim21 , Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
method of claim 8, further comprising the step of: splitting the input information into a 
plurality of isochronous packets, each having an Encryption Mode Indicator (EMI) 
associated therewith (see column13 line 38-41); and selecting a strongest copy 
restriction mode from among the EMIs associated with the plurality of isochronous 
packets at a value representative of the input information (see column14 line 24-39). 

Regarding claim22, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
method of claim 21 , further comprising the step of generating a Copy Permission 
Indicator (CPI) corresponding to the EMI having the strongest copy restriction mode 
(see column14 line 24-39). 

Regarding claim23, 26, Okuyama et al anticipates an information processing 
apparatus comprising: an extractor operable to extract main information including copy 
control information (CCI) and auxiliary information representing attributes of said main 
information from input information (see figure4 element 41); a flag generating circuit 
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operable to generate a flag indicating that said information processing apparatus is a 
non-cognizant recorder that is not capable of decoding the extracted CCI (see figure4 
element 44); and a recorder operable to record said generated flag along with said main 
information to a recording medium(see figure4 element 18). 

Regarding claim24, 27, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus of claim 23, wherein said flag is indicative that said CCI of said main 
information is invalid (column14 line 24-39). 

Regarding claim25, 28 the information processing apparatus of claim 24, wherein 
said flag is interpreted by a cognizant recorder reading said main information from said 
recording medium (see column14 line 24-30). 

Regarding claim29, 35, 44, 47, 50 and 56, Okuyama et al anticipates an 
information processing apparatus comprising: an extractor operable to extract main 
information including copy control information and auxiliary information representing 
attributes of said main information from input information (see figure4 element4); an 
analyzing circuit operable to analyze said copy control information (see figure4 element 
42); an encoder operable to convert said copy control information into new copy control 
information when it is determined that said copy control information is valid(see figure4 
element 44); a generator operable to generate copy permission information based on 
said extracted auxiliary information if an apparatus that recorded said main information 
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did not recognize and process said copy control information; and an adder operable to 
add said copy permission information generated by said generation and said new copy 
control information to said main information extracted by said extractor (see figure4 
element 44). 

Regarding claom30, 51 , Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus according to claim 29 wherein said generator is further operable to generate 
said new copy control information when it is determined that said copy control 
information is invalid (see column14 line 2439) 

Regarding claim32, 39,53 and 60, Okuyama et al anticipates The information 
processing apparatus according to claim 29 wherein: said main information is a 
transport stream (see column3 line 23-25); and said auxiliary information is information 
indicating a mode in which said main information is encoded (see column12 line 40-47 
CGMS). 

Regarding claim33, 40,54 and 61, Okuyama et al anticipates The information 
processing apparatus according to claim 32 wherein said copy permission information is 
added to said main information by said adder for each transport packet of said transport 
stream (see column14 line 24-39). 
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Regarding claim34, 41,55 and 62, Okuyama et al anticipates the information 
processing apparatus according to claim 29 wherein: said input information is received 
through an IEEE1394 digital interface (see figure4 IEEE1394 interface); and said 
auxiliary information is an encryption mode indicator (EMI) (see column12 line 40-47 
CGMS). 

Regarding claim36, 42,57 and 63, Okuyama et al anticipates the information 
processing method of claim 35, further comprising: splitting the input information into a 
plurality of isochronous packets, each having an Encryption Mode Indicator (EMI) 
associated therewith (see column13 line 38-41); and selecting a strongest copy 
restriction mode from among the EMIs associated with the plurality of isochronous 
packets at a value representative of the input information (see column14 line 24-39). . 

Regarding claim37, 43,58 and 64 Okuyama et al anticipates the information 
processing method of claim 36, wherein an EMI-CPI encoder generates a Copy 
Permission Indicator (CPI) corresponding to the EMI having strongest copy restriction 
mode (see column14 line 24-39). 

Regarding claim45, 48, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus of claim 44, wherein said flag is indicative that said CCI of said main 
information is invalid (column14 line 24-39). 
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Regarding claim46, 49, Okuyama et al anticipates the information processing 
apparatus of claim 24, wherein said flag is interpreted by a cognizant recorder reading 
said main information from said recording medium (see column14 line 24-30). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim2, 17,31, 38, 52,59 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Okuyama et al (patent Number US 5,987,126) as applied to Claim 1, 3-5, 8, 15-16, 
18-30,32-37,39-51,53-58 and 60-64 above, and further in view of Shima et al (patent 
number US 6,298,196). 

Regarding Claim2, 17,31 , 38, 52,59, see the teaching of Okuyama et al above: 
Okuyama does not teach validity of copy permission information based upon whether 
said apparatus that recorded said main information recognized and processed said first 
copy control information. However Shima et al teaches validity of copy permission 
information based upon whether said apparatus that recorded said main information 
recognized and processed said first copy control information (see column3 line 13-32) 
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One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to determine the validity of copy permission information based on 
whether apparatus recognized and processed copy control information as in Shim a et al 
in to Okuyama system because it would make the system much effective in copyright 
protection. 

Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been prima facie obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, absent unexpected results 
to the contrary. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Girumsew Wendmagegn whose telephone number is 
571-270-1 118. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00, M-F, alternate 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tran Thai can be reached on (571) 272-7382. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
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